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October 11, 2003

Commissiener Michael J. Copps
Faderal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washlngton, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

i am wrlting to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technaology for digltal television. As a

consumer and cltlzen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV. '

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV-recaption equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more maoney for Inferlor functionallty.

if the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less |lkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other aquipment. | will not pay more for devices that [Imlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mangate
broadcast flag technology for digttal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sineerely,

Michael Reno

4485 Kenneth Dr. D109
Ckemos, M| 48864
USA
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Tuesday, October 21 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, [ urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that
are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, [ am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and

participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home

movie; send an email clip of my child’s foothall game to a distant relative; or record a TV program
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable,
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do [ have as a consumer to buy new digital
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, |
urge vou to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Brad Schrunk
3950 Highland Drive
Saint Paul, MN 55126
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Tuesday, Octcber 21 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, efectronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." | am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet ancther device in my living roam. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In additicn, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's
technology, | can be mora than a passive recipient of content -- 1 can modify, create, and participate. | can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it intc a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or recerd a TV program onto a DVD and ptay it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed {o remove this control and flexibility that | erjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerealy,
Mark Friedel

5230 Esker Drive
Madison, WI| 23704
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Tuesday, Cetober 21 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” 1 am gravely concerned that
a broadecast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
deesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
(or vet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. 1 can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronies and computer
cquipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, 1 urge you to promete the digital transition by
opposing the broadeast flag.

Sincerely,
Joyeler Coleman

g015 Colapissa St
New Orleans, LA 70118
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Qctober 11, 2003

Commissloner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communlcations Commlsslon
A45 12th Street, NW

Washlington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to valee my opposlition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadeast flag” technology for digital talevision. As a

consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that sueh a pelley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV,

A rebust, competltive market for consumer electranles must be raoted in manufacturers' abllity to Innavate for thelr
customers. Allowlng movie studlos to veto features of DTV-receptionh equipment wilt enabie the studles to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers llke me
actualiy want, and It could resuit In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood, Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digltal televigion. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

John Hughes

455 W 48th St Apt 5A
New York, NY 10£38
USA
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October 11, 2003

Commussioner Michael ], Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be reoted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to vete features of IXTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged mote money for inferics
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
receivers and other equiprnent. I will not pay more for devices that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollywaed.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital televiston. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Patrick Bercy

1093 East Lindo Ave.
Chice, CA 95926
USA
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Tuesday, October 21 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadeast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal

Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” I am gravely concerned that
a broadeast flag regulation would restrict the way 1 enjoy television.

‘T'he digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for vet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadeast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- T can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play il at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digilal television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciling, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my eurrent consumer electronics and computer

equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadeast television, [ urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Charles F. Kaiser, Jr.

4512 Hillvale Avenue N.
Saint Paul, MN 55128



To: Page 1 of 1 2003-10-21 20:47:34 (GMT) 16506181679 From

Tuesday, October 21 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” [ am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that
are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content — I can modity, create, and
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexibility that 1 enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable,
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, |
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Kim English

1313 Baxley Street
Carrollton, TX 75006
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Tuesday, October 21 20073

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

V1A FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” I am gravely concerned that
a broadeast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding rocm
for vet another device in my living room, Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
chiid's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer

equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Kathy Badten

5706 Woodsetter Ct.
Arlington, TX 76017
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Qctober 11, 2003

Commlssiener Michael J. Copps
Federal Communlcations Commlsslan
445 12th Straet, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wrlting to volee my opposltish to any FCC-inandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for digltal televislon. As &
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adaptlon of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowlng movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologists
what hew products they can ereate. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferior functionallty.

It the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be 1ess llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other aquipment. | will hot pay more for devices that [imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital teievislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Gary Webber

Box 8

43 S. Frontage Rd. W.
Alberton, MT 538820
USA
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Tuesday, October 21 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." |1 am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convinging consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far mare palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing haome network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet ancther device in my living recom. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable,

in additien, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. | can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my
child's foctball game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onte a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems destgned to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelting reason do | have as a censumer to buy new digital eguipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly encugh reason for me to dispense with all my current cansumer electronics and computer
eguipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Michael Grice

150 Cocoa Isles Bivd.
Cocoa Beach, FL 32931
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Qcteber 11, 2003

Commlsslener Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Cormmlsslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Miehael Copps,

| am writing to velee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital televislon. As a
consumer and cltlzen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innavation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electranles must be rooted In manufacturers’ abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV-raception equipment willl enable the studlos to tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consutners llke me
actually want, and It could resuit In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do hot mandate
broadeast flag technaology for digital televislon. Thank you for your time,

Slneerely,

Erlc Weast

885 JeMerson Dr. Unit 107
Deerleld Beach, FL 33442
UsSA
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Tuesday, October 21 2003

Commissicner Michael 1. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable io me as a
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not
allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV
devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, Tam very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create,
and participate, I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a
home movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a
TV program onte a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems
designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my
current consumer electronics and computer equipment, As a citizen and consumer of
broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast
flag.

Sincerely,

Kyu Kwak
410 East 73rd Street, 1B
New York, NY 10021
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Tuesday, October 21 2003

Caommissioner Michael 1. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commissicher Capps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer praducts, I urge the Federal
Communications Comimission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not
allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV

devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can moedify, create,
and participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a
home movie; send an email clip of my child’s football game to a distant relative; or record a
TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems
designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly encugh reason for me to dispense with all my
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of
broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast
flag.

Sincerely,
Kristin Beimel

9316 Lawson Lane
Laurel, MD 20723
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Tuesday, October 21 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast televisien, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal

Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." | am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital televisicon transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digita! televisicn equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing hame network, buying new high-reselution displays, and finding room
for yet anothar device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, i am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, ¢create, and participate. | can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email ¢lip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

if the move o digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason de | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enaugh reason for ine to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the breadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Andrew Hatch

1728 S 700 East
Salt Lake City, UT 84105
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Tuesday, October 21 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Cormmmission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way [ enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living raoem. Please da not
allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV
devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concernad about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create,
and participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a
home movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a
TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The breadcast flag seems
designed to remove this control andg flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enocugh reason for me to dispense with all my
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of
broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by cpposing the broadcast
flag.

Sincerely,
Jerry Schneider

6303 E. Tanque Verde
Tucson, AZ 85715
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Tuesday, October 21 2003

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television eguipment, That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living rocm, Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technclogy, 1 can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate, I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reascn do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly encugh reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer

equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
oppaosing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Peter Mandel

3450 Qak Lane
Morgan Hill, CA 95037
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October 11, 2003

Commissloner Michaet J. Copps
Federal Communleatians Commission
445 12th Strest, NW

Washlngton, D.C. 20654

Dear Michae! Copps,

Iam writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadeast flag” technology for digital televislon. As a

consumer and cltizen, | feel strangly that such & polley wauld be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for cansumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to lnnavate for thel
customers. Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This wilil result In products that don't necessatlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could rasult In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

If the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less Ilkely to make an Ihvestment In DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology tor digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Toshl Clark

5418 Ridgeview Dr NE
Mosas Lake, WA 98837
USA



To: Page 1 of 1 2003-10-22 01:04:52 (GMT) 16506181678 From:

Tuesday, October 21 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VYIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, 1 urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. |
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip
of my child’s football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexibie,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digitat equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Amanda Hart

127 Russell St.
Peabody, MA 01960
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Tuesday, October 21 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, XC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioncr Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadecast flag." I am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restriet the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digilal television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn’t mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, [ am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to walch later; elip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that 1 enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do T have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment, As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Stephen C. Heath

8813 Saint Cloud Court
Las Vegas, NV 89143
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Tuesday, October 21 2003

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not

. allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV
devices that are more expensive and less valuable,

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With
today's technoelogy, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create,
and participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a
home movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a
TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems
designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of
broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast
flag.

Sincerely,
Zack Huffman

3629 River Heights Crossing
Marietta, GA 30067
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Tuesday, October 21 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, N'W
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, [ urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." T am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that
are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, [ am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content — I can modity, create, and
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program
onto a DV and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexibility that I enjoy.

[f the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable,
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do [ have as a consumer to buy new digital
equpment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, [
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Dan Robinson

101 Ashling SE
Smyrna, GA 30080
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Tuesday, October 21 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and cemputer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resotution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

in additien, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. |
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Ben Kutell

912 Genoa Street
pMiami, FL 33134



Page 1 of 1 8:16:52 PM, 10/10/03 5413023099

October 10. 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commnission
445 12th Street. HUW

Washington. D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innowvation. consumer rights. and the
ultinate adoption of DTYV.

4 robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veto teatures of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functiomality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
nake an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
more for dewices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not

mandate broadcast flag technolegy for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Kermit Woodall

19180 Byrd Ave STE 204
Richmond. VA 23230
UsA
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October 10, 2003

Commilssioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Coammunications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

{ am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technalogy for digital television. As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a peliey would be bad for Innavation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, eompetitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' ablity to Innovate for thelr
customars. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will 2nable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Itke me
actuaily want, and It could result In me being charged mare money for Inferlor functicnallty.

If the FCC Issues & broadcast flag mandate, | would actuslly be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay mare for devices that limit my rlghts at the behest of Hollywoed. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thank you fer your time.

Sincerely,

Brooks Seymore

2618 S 224th St, Apt C-303
Des Molneg, WA 98198
Usa
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October 10, 2003

Commissloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communlcatians Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated sdoption of "broadeast flag" technology for dightal televigion. As a
consumaer and citizan | fael strongly that such a policy would be bad for innavation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for cansumer electronica must be rooted in manufacturers' ablitty to Innovate for their
custasmers. Allowing movie studies to veto features of DTV-raception equlpment will enable the studios to tell tachnologlsts
what new products they can create. Thig will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers |lke me
actually want, and It could result In me balng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty,

If the FCC Issues 8 broadcast flag mandate, | would actuzlly be less llkely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadceast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Christapher Caines
13803 Falrway Isiand Dr
Apt 1833

Crlands, FL 32837

UsSA



Page 1 of 1 7:46.05 PM, 10/10/03 5413023099 -

October 10, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consnmer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Atlowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new praducta they con
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digitat television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Chad Russell

401 Mc¢Elroy Dr
Oxford, MS 38655
USA
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October 10, 2003

Commissloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federat Communlcations Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to volee my opposlhtion to any FCC.mandated adoption of "breadeast flag" technolegy for digital television. As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, gnd the uitimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturars' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allewing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to teil tachnologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflact what consumers llke me
gctually want, and it could result in me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

If the PCC lssues a broadeast flag mandate, | would sctually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV.capable recelvers
and othar equipment. | will not pay more for devices that it my rights st the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technaology tor digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Danlal Burk
21910 Fleldvine Ct
Katy, TX 77450
USA
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Qctober 10, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen . Abemathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Styeet, N'W

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital television, As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate edoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consimer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necesearily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, T would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV.capable receivers and other
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Allan Metzler

30588 West Blvd
Bethlehem, PA 18017
USA
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Qetober 10, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in mannfacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in products thet don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

1f the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV.capable receivers and other
equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Adam Rakmnnas

1044 14th Street

Santa Monica, CA 90403
USA



